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I HEREBY CERTIFY IHATTHf S PAPER 1$ BE9I6 FACStMl- 
RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT ^TRANSMITTED TO THE PATBIT 



In response to the Official Action mailed April 28, 2005, Applicant hereby elects, with 
traverse, the claims of Group I. The Examiner previously required restriction between the 
inventions of claims (1) 2-3, 5-11, 14-16, 39-48, 22-28- and 32-38 and (2) 17-21 and 29-31. In 
the February 12, 2003 response, applicant pointed out why this restriction requirement was 
improper. 

The Group IV claims, i,e. claims 11 and 47, depend on claim 15, so that upon the 
allowance of claim 15 (in Group I) or any other claim of Group I upon which claims 11 and 47 
depend, claims 11 and 47 must be considered. Consideration of claim 16 (Group II) requires 
consideration of claim 22 that depends on claim 17 (Group HI). Claims 23-28 depend on claim 
22 either directly or indirectly. Since claims 22-28 depend on claim 17, the Examiner must 
consider claim 17 when he considers claim 16. Consequently, restriction between claims 16 and 
17 is improper, even though claim 17 does not define a multi-way valve. Claims 32-38 (in 
Group IT) are grouped with claim 16 but claims 32-38 depend either directly or indirectly on 
claim 30 (which depends on claim 29), in Group III; the claims of Group m are not limited to a 
multi-way valve. Consequently, all of the claims in Group HI, i n actuality, require consideration 
of the claims of Group II and the restriction requirement between them is, accordingly, improper. 
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In addition, because the inventions of Groups I-IV are closely related, there is no undue burden 
on the PTO to examine all the claims at the same time; see MPEP §803. In this regard, the PTO 
considered the claims on all features of the application in the past. 

An early action on the merits of the claims of at least Group I (i.e„ claims 15, 2, 3, 5-10 and 
14) is in order. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is hereby 
made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, including 
extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 07-1337 and please credit any excess fees to such 
deposit account. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Alexandria, Virginia 22314 

(703) 684-1 111 AML/tal 
Facsimile: (703) 518-5499 
Date: May 26, 2005 




Allan M. Lo\ 
Registration No. 19,641 



PAGE 212 ' RCVD AT 5/26/2005 2:02:25 PM [Eastern DaySght Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/1 • DNIS:8729306 ■ CSB): " DURATION (mm-ss):01-30 



